REMARKS 



This amendment is in response to the office action dated October 4, 2005. In the office 
action, claims 1-2 and 4-5 were rejected. Claims 6-15 were allowed. A detailed discussion of 
each item in the office action follows. 

THE 112 REJECTION 

In item 2 of the office action, claims 1-2 and 4-5 were rejected under 35 USC 1 12, second 
paragraph. In particular, the term "the door button" was rejected as lacking antecedent basis. 
Claim 1 has been amended to add antecedent basis. Applicant's Attorney believes that based on 
the amendment, this basis of rejection has been overcome. 

OTHER CLAIM AMENDMENTS 

Claim 1 was amended to correct a spelling error by rewording "engagig" to —engaging--. 

Claims 4-5, 7 and 12 were amended to change the term "antitheft" to —anti-theft— for 
consistency with the specification and other claims. 

Claim 1 1 was amended to insert the term "the" between the terms —sealing— and — 
entrance—. 

THE ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER 

In item 3 of the office action, the Examiner indicated that claims 6-15 are allowed. 
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In item 4 of the office action, the Examiner indicated that claims 1-2 and 4-5 would be 
allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S. C. 112 and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Independent claim 1 has been amended, 
as discussed above, to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. AppHcant's Attorney 
believes that based on the amendment to independent claim 1, claims 1-2 and 4-5 are now in 
condition for allowance. 



Applicant's Attorney thanks the Examiner for the Examiner's help in prosecuting this 
invention. In response to the office action, Applicant's Attorney has amended claims 1, 4-5, 7 and 
11-12. Applicant's Attorney has been carefiil to avoid the introduction of new matter. In 
addition, a separate petition and fee to revive this application, which was unintentionally 
abandoned, is attached. Applicant's Attorney believes that all items in the office action dated 
October 4, 2005 have been addressed, and respectfully requests the Examiner to reconsider the 
claims, as amended, with a view towards allowance. Applicant's Attorney further invites the 
Examiner to contact Applicant's Attorney for a telephonic interview at the below listed number if 
the Examiner believes that prosecution of the appUcation can be furthered by so doing. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office, or uploaded to the United States Patent and Trademark Office via the 
USPTO EFS web site, or deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage 
as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 / ^ ^ ^ 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted. 




John C. Smith, Reg. No. 33,284 



on: 



January 24. 2007 
Date of Deposit 




Januarv 24. 2007 
Signature Date 



John C. Smith, Reg. No. 33,284 
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